Message

From: Feldman, Michael [Feldman.Michael@epa.gov]

Sent: 10/25/2018 2:34:45 PM

To: Huser, Jennifer [Huser. Jennifer@epa.gov]; Olszewski, Joshua [olszewski.joshua@epa.gov]; Ruan-Lei, Karolina [ruan-
lei.karolina@epa.gov]

CC: Donaldson, Guy [Donaldson.Guy@epa.gov]

Subject: TX RH email box

The email box issue (email box could not accept emails due to a permissions issue) was resolved yesterday afternoon
and the floodgates have opened. We have received over 1000 emails that all appear to be some variation of the
message below. The emails are being sent through a service called KnowWho. They continue to trickle in a few emails
every minute.

Dear RE TX BART,

{ fully supported the prior proposed regionad hare plan from lonugry 3017 to dlean up emissions from some of Texas’
ofdest and dirtiest coof plonts. EPA showld hove finolized those strong protections, which would hove sliminated more
than 180,000 tony of sulfur dioxdde currently being relessed by nine coal plonts aoross the stute, This current proposal
gppears fo z::’!ﬁm&e‘;w more poliution thot wos being emitted in 2018 and will do nothing to improve visibility ot our
notiona porks.

OF the coal units covered by this plan, several! hove gotually retived or are plonning fo retive- vel this rule potentialiy gifts
that ovoided pollution to the remaining dirty, poorly controfled cool plants, The Stote of Texas bas moade 8 dlear that ;;f iy
content to el cool poflution continus unuézsmeej in our parks and comvnenities. In foct, Texos found thot not g single
source showld hove fo reduce its pollution fo comply with the regional hoze rule. £84 should stand up for communities
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aeross Texas ond our national porks and finafly require that these plonis meel modern poflution control standords,

The power plants covered by the plan create oir poliution thot harms Big Bend ond Guodnlupe Mountoins Notional Parls
in Texas, as well os other protected fands ond wilderness oreas in Oklahomao, Arkarnsas, and New Mexico, I isa't right for
these dirty plonts fo continue pofluting of the expense of owr some of the most imporfant and protected places, FEA must
reject this pollution trading plon os described in this ?m;msaff becouse it will do nothing fo lower sulfur pollution or
improve visibiity in notiona! porks. instead, EPA should ensure actuad emission reductions from the ofdest and divtiest
plonts covered by this proposal and reguire the affected coof units Yo meet emissions Hmits gohisvabie with modern
poffution controls {as deseribed in FRA's Jonuary 2037 Regiona! Haze Praposail.

Mickael Feldomar, PED
Air Planning Section

U.S. EPA Region 6, 6MM-AA
Phone: 214-665-9793
feldman.michael@epa.gov
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